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the image of the Soviet Union as an anti-imperial state. In designing and implementing their nationalities policies, the Bolsheviks strongly relied on the expertise of the academic Orientalists. The analysis offered here will help explain why the Bolsheviks believed that korenizatsiia (indigenization), which entailed proactive nation-building at the sub-state level on a historically unprecedented scale, could facilitate integration rather than breed separatism. With hindsight, given the role of nationalist elites in the disintegration of the USSR in 1991, the Bolsheviks' position is hard to understand. Yet, this article will demonstrate that a belief in the integrationist power of korenizatsiia had strong roots in the pre-revolutionary Russian intellectual tradition, which had its own logic and could look convincing at the time.
This subject raises a broader issue: that of the relationship between European Oriental studies and imperialism. Work in this area inevitably has to engage with the questions raised by Edward Said's ideas about European Orientalism, particularly with his controversial conclusion that Oriental studies as a discipline facilitated the ideology and practice of imperialism. The article will argue that a primary focus on the relationship between Oriental studies and the colonial policies of imperial governments has prevented Said and other scholars from understanding fully not only the purpose,' but also ideological underpinnings and practical implications of the activities of academic Orientalists. Not just in Russia, but elsewhere in Europe, we should fully appreciate the role of nationalism and of the goals of nation-building (i.e. impulses directed inwards, at European nations themselves) in order to understand the ways in which Europe engaged with the 'Orient' since the nineteenth century.8 Thus, John MacKenzie has demonstrated that it is often impossible to find any visible match between different stages of imperial expansion and the rise and fall of interest in the 'Orient' among European artists and musicians. Instead, the requirements of nationalism can illuminate the dynamics of Orientalism in this area much better.9 The impact of nationalism on academic Oriental studies is less well researched, but its importance has been noted by scholars. Not only among the Germans with their limited and belated colonial experience, but also in the case of France and Britain where empire-and nation-building went hand in hand, demands of nationalism could help explain such otherwise puzzling features of Orientalist research as its focus The second problem with the discussion of the relationship between Russian Orientalists and the tsarist government initiated by Kritika is that, in line with Said, it focuses primarily on the relationship between Oriental studies and imperial rule, i.e. a type of rule which is necessarily inequitable, and over something different. This article will argue that to pose the question in relation to late imperial Russia in terms of the academics' complicity in imperial policies brings the danger of extrapolating our current perception to the past. Without denying the importance of the relationship between European Oriental studies and imperialism, in general -if anything, imperial domination offered scholars unprecedented access to the subject of their research and strengthened their belief in the superiority of European culture -this article will focus on the impact of the goals of nation-building (i.e. fostering a sense of community and unity among the population of a state), on the research agendas, the public activities, and a sense of self-identity of academic Orientalists.
As a way of putting the public activities of Russian academics into a broader context, the article starts by demonstrating that if there were political demands that impacted on scholars' approach to their research, these were the demands of nation-building rather than of colonial domination. Using published works as well as unpublished correspondence, diaries, public speeches, and reports addressed to the government by leading academic 132 VERA TOLZ Orientalists,"3 the article will demonstrate that the impact of nationalism on academics went far beyond their desire to increase Russia's national prestige in Europe through their research;14 indeed, the very research questions that scholars tended to ask were shaped by their view of themselves as nation-builders. The article will then argue that the goals pursued by academics in their public activities were also determined by their self-perception as nation-builders, as they proposed measures aimed at overcoming the divide between the dominant nationality of the empire -the Russians -and the indigenous, non-Russian population of the eastern and southern borderlands."5 The article shows that the set of proposals put forward by the academics was unusual in the context of contemporary debate over the integration and assimilation of these minorities. The origins of these proposals will be explained. In conclusion, the article discusses the relationship between the academics' views and the Bolshevik nationalities policies. Shternberg (1861-1927) , argued for government measures to preserve the Ostiaks in Siberia above all on the grounds that the fascinating tribe 'totally isolated among the peoples of Asia' 'will completely cease to exist for scholarship' (vymret dlia nauki). They stressed that scholars had only been able to conduct some linguistic research but had not yet had time to study the Ostiaks from the ethnographic point of view.41
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At the same time the academic Orientalist approach to the peoples and cultures that they studied was also influenced by their participation in the public debate over nation-building. A set of ideas, articulated by the activists of the 'native homeland' movement from the 187os onwards, of which Siberian regionalists were the best-known representatives, seems to have had a particularly strong impact on the Orientalists.
In the 1870s, the Russian press began to publish articles developing the idea of a 'native homeland' (rodina),42 whose advocates were concerned about how to make a pan-national loyalty, a feeling of common overarching identity, take root in Russia despite its huge size and diversity. Being originally articulated most vocally by intellectuals in Siberia and the provinces of European Russia in relation to the Russian-speaking population rather than the minorities, the concept was based on the assumption that in order to foster a sense of national loyalty to the entire state-framed community one should first develop a thorough knowledge of and love for the history and cultural tradition of one's place of birth and permanent residence. One could relate to the entire Russian fatherland (otechestvo) only through a strong affiliation with one particular locality ('native homeland'), it was argued. Russia was so large that it was impossible to know it all well and to love it as a whole, equally, in abstract terms. There was no conflict between a strong local identity and an overarching pan-Russian one, but a complementary fusion of the two identities, it was believed. Local identities and their links with a pan-Russian identity should be fostered by education, creation of local museums, and the involvement of the public in collecting and spreading knowledge about their localities. The impact of the 'native homeland' idea as a building block for the creation of a pan-Russian identity can also be seen in the scholars' campaign to achieve the on-site preservation of archaeological excavations and to build museums to exhibit archaeological materials locally. 
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